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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is directed towards the Applicant's response filed 7-7-2008. 
Claims 1-6, 8, 11-18, 20, 22-30, 32-34, 46-49 are pending and have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. The Applicant argues in traverse of the rejections of the claims under 35 USC 
102(e), and 35 USC 103(a), by asserting the claims as presented in the most recent 
response may be distinguished from the teachings of both Bolik '053 and Kraus '699. 
The Applicant asserts that both applied references fail to teach the limitation, newly 
added to the independent claims, of a dispatcher module that manages the 
transmission of one or more message objects at a message object level without small- 
scale flow control at the transport layer. The Examiner first notes that the concepts of 
object level transmission management involving small scale-flow control is not 
discussed in the Applicant's Specification and therefore the meanings of these terms as 
presented in the claims is not clear. The Examiner finds however, that Bolik teaches 
such a feature at col. 6 lines 5-10 where messages are processed in bulk at an object 
level by assignment of a group ID. 

The Applicant asserts that the claimed invention may be distinguished from the 
Bolik '053 and Kraus '699 references based on the limitation newly added to the 
independent claims of management of message transmission "at a level above a 
transport layer." However, the Examiner finds that such is taught by Bolik at, for 
example, col. 3 lines 55-60 where message transmission is controlled at an application 
layer by an administrator. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8, 11-18, 20, 22-30, 32-34, 46-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Each of the independent claims has been amended via the latest response from 
the Applicant to include the limitation of "...the dispatcher module manages the 
transmission of the one or more message objects at a message object level without 
small scale flow control at the transport layer." A review of the Applicant's Specification 
does not reveal any discussion of the concept of management of message transmission 
at an object level or management involving small-scale flow control. Therefore these 
added limitations constitute new matter added to the Specification 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 3-1 8, 20, 22-30, 32-44, and 46-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as 
being anticipated by Bolik. 

Bolik teaches: 

As for claim 13, a method for managing the transmission of data from 
at least one data source to a remote destination (abstract), the system comprising: 
receiving data from at least one data source (col. 6 lines 3-7); transforming the data to a 
plurality of message objects (col. 6 lines 3-34); associating each of the data sources 
with at least one corresponding session (col. 6 lines 3-34); buffering the plurality of 
message objects in an output message queue prior to transmission to the remote 
destination via a transport layer (col. 6 lines 18-34), and controlling the transmission of 
the message objects to the remote destination at a message object level without small 
scale flow control at a transport layer (col. 6 lines 5-10: message objects undergo bulk 
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processing at object level via use of a group ID), wherein the remote destination 
includes an input message queue for buffering the message objects (col. 6 lines 18-34). 

As for claim 14, a method according to claim 13, wherein the at least one data 
source comprises a network (col. 3 lines 13-20). 

As for claim 15, method according to claim 14, wherein the network comprises 
at least one server (col. 3 lines 13-20). 

As for claim 16, a method according to claim 15, wherein the network comprises 
a local area network (col. 3 lines 15-20). 

As for claim 17, a method according to claim 13, wherein the transport layer 
comprises a Transport Control Protocol layer (col. 3 lines 10-35). 

As for claim 18, a method according to claim 13, wherein the remote destination 
comprises a storage host (col. 3 lines 21-26). 

As for claim 20, a method according to claim 13, wherein the at least one data 
source comprises a plurality of data sources (col. 3 lines 12-20, col. 6 lines 3-7). 
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As for claim 22, a method according to claim 13, further comprising a step of 
binding at least one session to at least one of a plurality of connections to the remote 
destination (col. 6 lines 3-34). 

As for claim 23, a method according to claim 22, wherein the step of binding 
comprises a step of binding more than one session to at least one of the connections to 
the remote destination (col. 6 lines 3-34). 

As for claim 24, a method according to claim 13, wherein the step of buffering the 
message objects is performed at least in part according to a state of a message 
completion port (col. 6 lies 3-37). 

As for claims 25-30 and 32-36, these claims are directed towards the database 
system that corresponds to the method of claims 13-18, 20, and 22-24. Claims 25-30 
and 32-36 recite substantially the same limitations as claims 13-18, 20, and 22-24 and 
are rejected on the same basis as those claims. 

As for claims 37-44, and 46-48, these claims are directed towards the computer 
program product embodied in a computer readable medium that causes a processor to 
undertake the method steps of claims 13-18, 20, and 22-24. Claims 37-44 and 46-49 
recite substantially the same limitations as claims 13-18, 20, and 22-24 and are rejected 
on the same basis as those claims. 
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As for claim 49, Bolik teaches the one or more media according to claim 37, 
wherein the message object is larger than one megabyte (col. 3 lines 15-20: Bolik 
teaches the network as a Storage Area Network: SAN, such a network is inherently 
designed to accommodate large message sizes of one megabyte or larger). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-6, 8, 11, and12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bolik, US 6,857,053 and Kraus et al., US 7,346,699. 

As for claim 1 , Bolik teaches system for managing the transmission of data from 
at least one data source to a remote destination (abstract) at a layer above the 
transport layer (col. 3 line 55-60: Administrator tools used to manage transmission are 
at an application layer), the system comprising: an input interface to receive data from 
at least one data source (col. 6 lines 3-7); a communication engine, communicating 
with the input interface (col. 6 lines 18-34) associating each of the data sources with at 
least one corresponding session (col. 6 lines 3-34), wherein the one or more message 
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objects are buffered in an output message queue prior to transmission to the remote 
destination via a transport layer (col. 6 lines 18-34); and the transport interface (col. 3 
lines 20-30), the communication engine buffering the message objects prior to 
transmission to the remote destination via a transport layer (col. 6 lines 18-34); a 
dispatcher module for binding the corresponding session to one or more connections 
(col. 6 lines 3-34), wherein the message object is transmitted through the one or more 
connections to a remote destination including an input message queue for buffering the 
message objects (col. 6 lines 18-34). Bolik teaches a dispatcher module that manages 
the transmission of the message objects at a message object level without small scale 
flow control (col. 6 lines 5-10: bulk processing is taught via use of a group ID). Bolik 
fails to teach the feature of encapsulating the data into one or more message objects 
and an input message queue for buffering the message objects. However, Krause 
does teach this step of message encapsulation (col. 8 lines 9-18) and an input 
message buffering queue (col. 20 lines 59-62). Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate this 
feature into the system of Bolik. It would have been obvious to do so since this would 
provide for more efficient message processing at a destination address. 

As for claim 2, Bolik teaches a system according to claim I, wherein the at least 
one data source comprises a network (col. 3 lines 12-20) 

As for claim 3, Bolik teaches a system according to claim 2, wherein the network 
comprises at least one server (col. 3 lines 12-20). 
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As for claim 4, Bolik teaches a system according to claim 3, wherein the network 
comprises a local area network (col. 3 lines 15-20). 

As for claim 5, Bolik teaches a system according to claim 1 , wherein the transport 
layer comprises a Transport Control Protocol layer (col. 3 lines 10-35). 

As for claim 6, Bolik teaches a system according to claim I, wherein the remote 
destination comprises a storage host (col. 3 lines 21-26). 

As for claim 8, Bolik teaches a system according to claim I, wherein the at least 
one data source comprises a plurality of data sources (col. 3 lines 12-20, col. 6 lines 3- 
7). 

As for claim 1 1 , Bolik teaches a system according to claim 1 wherein the 
dispatcher module binds more than one session to at least one of the connections to the 
remote destination (col. 6 lines 3-34). 

As for claim 12, Bolik teaches a system according to claim 1, wherein the 
buffering of the message objects is performed at least in part according to a state of a 
message completion port (col. 6 lines 3-37). 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul E. Callahan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3869. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise, can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is: (571) 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Paul Callahan/ 
10-10-2008 

/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2437 



